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DETAILED ACTION 

This action is in response to the Response received on 29 June 2006 in which claims 1-19 
are pending. 

Terminal Disclaimer 

1 . The terminal disclaimer filed on 29 June 2006 disclaiming the terminal portion of any 
patent granted on this application, which would extend beyond the expiration date of 10/655,494 
has been reviewed and is accepted. The terminal disclaimer has been recorded. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 9-10, 13-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Anderson et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,999,595). 

Regarding claims 1-2 and 13 5 Anderson teaches a flat panel monitor frame, comprising: a 
plurality of frame sections suitable for bordering a flat panel monitor, the frame sections 
comprising: a frame top (44); a frame right side (44) extending downward from the frame top; 
and a frame left side (44) extending downward from the frame top; at least one planar speaker 
(76, 88) residing in at least one of the frame sections; and a conductor (fig. 16) for electrically 
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coupling the at least one planar speaker to a source of at least one speaker signal associated with 
the flat panel monitor. 

Regarding claims 9, 14, Anderson teaches the flat panel monitor frame of claim 1, 
wherein a planar speaker processing circuit (62, 82) resides in at least one frame section of the 
plurality of frame sections. 

Regarding claim 10, Anderson teaches the flat panel monitor frame of claim 1, further 
including at least one conventional speaker (col. 6 lines 40-45). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in.the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-8, 15-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson. 

Regarding claims 3-6, the Anderson teaches that the at least speaker could be any well- 
known flat panel speaker without deviating for the invention (col. 6 lines 40-45). 

It is known to use a planar speaker, i.e. at least one ribbon speaker, at least one quasi- 
ribbon speaker, or at least one distributed mode loudspeaker (DML), made by different 
manufactures and used in many applications utilizing monitors, requiring flat panel speakers for 
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producing upper range sound, i.e. tweeter, without needing a bulky conical system. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
use any of the flat panel speakers listed above in the invention of Anderson for producing sound 
while conserving space in the invention. 

Regarding claim 7, Anderson teaches the flat panel monitor frame of claim 1, further 
including a plurality of grills (78, 90) disposed over the at least one planar speaker. 
Anderson fails to teach the grills are removable. 

However, it is known in the art to include a removable grill over the speaker(s) to 
beneficially allow improved cleaning of the grill so that the speaker(s) continue to be protected 
and optimal sound is produced. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time the invention was made to include a removable grill over the speaker(s) of the 
invention of the Anderson to beneficially allow improved cleaning of the grill so that the 
speaker(s) continue to be protected and optimal sound is produced. 

Regarding claim 8, Anderson does not specifically teach the flat panel monitor frame of 
claim 1, wherein the at least one planar speaker is mounted in an aluminum extrusion or anything 
particular. 

However, it is known to include aluminum alloys in frame structures for reducing 
electromagnetic field interference and/or aesthetic appeal. Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
aluminum alloys in frame structure of Anderson for reducing electromagnetic field interference. 
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Regarding claims 15-16, the combination of Anderson fails to specifically teach the flat 
panel monitor frame of claim 1 , further including a removable replaceable trim composed of 
wood. 

However, it is known to include removably replaceable wood trim on a flat panel monitor 
frame for aesthetic appeal and to fill-in between adjoining sections. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to include 
removably replaceable wood trim on a flat panel monitor frame of Anderson for aesthetic appeal 
and the fill-in between adjoining sections. 

4. Claims 11 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson and Porzilli et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,628,793) % 

Regarding claim 1 1, Anderson teaches the flat panel monitor frame of claim 1, wherein 
the at least one planar speaker (76, 88) comprises at least one right planar speaker being mounted 
in the frame right side and at least one left planar speaker (76, 88) being mounted in the frame 
left side. 

Anderson does not teach including at least one right conventional speaker being mounted 
in the frame right side and at least one left conventional speaker being mounted in the frame left 
side. 

Porzilli teaches including multiple combinations of speakers on a monitor frame (col. 5, 
line 66 - col. 6, lines 21), including at least 2 speakers of different types on both the right and 
left sides of the frame (fig. 9), including at least one right conventional speaker being mounted in 
the frame right side and at least one left conventional speaker being mounted in the frame left 
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side (fig. 9). Including conventional speakers widens the listening area of a speaker system 
beyond that of planar speakers (col. 5, lines 60-65). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the flat panel monitor frame disclosed by Anderson to further 
include at least one right conventional speaker being mounted in the frame right side and at least 
one left conventional speaker being mounted in the frame left side, for the benefit of widening 
the listening area, or "sweet spot" in front of the frame. 

Regarding claim 17, see the rejection of claims 7, 13, 15-16. 

5. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Anderson and the 
Prior Art of Anderson (U.S. Patent No. 6,628,793). 

Regarding claim 12, Anderson teaches the flat panel monitor frame of claim 1, wherein 
the at least one planar speaker (76, 88) comprises at least one right planar speaker being mounted 
in the frame right side and at least one left planar speaker being mounted in the frame left side. 

Anderson fails to teach at least one planar speaker being mounted in the frame top. 

The Prior Art of Anderson (col. 1, lines 10-57) teaches including a speaker in the frame 
top. Including a speaker in the frame top increases the power output. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the invention of Anderson to include at least one planar speaker in 
the top frame for the benefit of increased power out. 
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Regarding claim 18, see the rejection of claims 1 and 12. 
Regarding claim 19, see the rejection of claims 1,12, and 14. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

With respect to the Applicant's arguments pertaining to 35 U.S.C. 103(a) rejections using 
official notice statements, the MPEP (2144.03) states that if the Applicant did not traverse the 
Examiner's assertion of official notice or Applicant's traverse is not adequate; the Examiner 
should clearly indicate in the next office action that the common knowledge or well-known in 
the art statement is taken to be admitted prior art. 

The Applicant failed to adequately traverse the Examiner's assertion of official notice, 
because the Applicant did not specifically point out the supposed errors in the examiner's action, 
which would include stating why the noticed fact is not considered to be common knowledge or 
well-known in the art. See 37 CFR 1.1 1 1(b). See also Chevenard, 139 F.2d at 713, 60 USPQ at 
241. Therefore, the official notice statements are maintained as previously stated for the reasons 
above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phylesha L. Dabney whose telephone number is 571-272-7494. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mondays, Wednesdays, Fridays 8:30-4 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300A 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
POBox 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



(703) 273-8300, for formal communications intended for entry and for informal or draft communications, 
please label "Proposed" or "Draft" when submitting an informal amendment. 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to: 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 



system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
Augusl28*2007 r , 



Or faxed to: 




SUPERVISORY PAYOi 

tcckxclclv 




